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D arM . Roth child, 

Congratul ation to you and your DTSC staff for your strong performance under the H azardou W aste 
M anagement Cooperative Agreement Work P lan fo r F iscal Year 2014. This year DTSC continued to 
operat a robu t complianc monitoring and enforcement program, using RCRA fu nds to complete 136 
in p ction , 32 f inancial r pon ibi lity reviews, and collect $ 1,407,493 in penalties fro m formal enforcement 
ettlement . T hi grant period al o inc luded a large shift in DTSC's P2 activities toward implementation of the 

Safer Con umer Product program. Thi s is a hift EPA upport strongly and applauds the progress DTSC ha 
mad in th pa t y ar. Additionally, DTSC met all of its grant com mitments for the US-Mexico Border Program. 

Moving forward in Fi cal Y ar 20 15, EPA would like to increa e it level of communication and coordi nation 
with DTSC. Id a lly thi wou ld occur with more frequent mid-level manager and staff communications to keep 
both ag nci properly appri ed of the other' work related to the RCRA 301 1 Grant. Additionall y, EPA would 
apprec iate the opportunity to offer enhanced support to both permitting and corrective action activ ities through 
more frequent di cu ion in the coming year. 

I hav enclo ed a draft End of Y ar Evaluation fo r your review. Please let us know if you have any com ments. If 
I do not h ar from you in 30 day , this report wi ll become final. 

[f you hav any que t ion or comment , please contact Kelly Wedell, the Cal ifornia Project Officer, at 4 15-972-
3735 or W d ll. k lly@ pa.gov. 

Enclo ure: EPA End of Year Evaluation 

Cc with Enclo ure: Donn D iebert 
Donn.diebert@ dt c.ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

~&:4' 
D irector, Land Division 

Printed on Recycled Paper 





May 7, 201 5 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

California RCRA/C 3011 SFY 2014 End of Year Report 
(Grant ID# D-00936312) 

T hi report eval uate DTSC' p rformance on their grant work plan commitments for the state's RCRA C 
Grant. T he commitment are ba ed on national program goals and other program e lements that refl ect 
core requi rement fo r implementing the RCRA program. The evaluation does not reflect an in depth 
revi w of the complete hazardous waste program. The evaluation is for activities for state fisca l year 
20 14 (July I, 201 3 to June 30, 20 14), the third year of a three-year cooperative agreement (grant) . 

California wa authorized to implement the RCRNC program in lieu of U.S. EPA on July 23, 1992. 
California wa Ia t authorized to implement a revised RCRNC program on October 7, 20 11 . 

Executive Summary 

We commend th Depaitment of Toxic Substance Control fo r meeting the majority of its core 
commitm nt in the Hazardous Wa te Management Cooperative Agreement Work P lan. We anticipate 
that by addre ing the is ue outli ned in this report, DTSC wil l be able to meet all of the comm itments for 
FY201 5. 

Program A com pi ishment 

DTSC continue to op rate a robust compliance monitoring and enforcement program, us ing RCRA 
fund to complete 136 in p ction , 32 financial re ponsibility reviews, and collect $ 1,407,493 in penaltie 
from formal enforc m nt ettlem nts in FY20 14. We apprec iate DTSC' s continued effort to addres our 
r que t to eparate RCRA and non-RCRA funded inspection and enforcement activ it ie . It he lp · u better 
und r tand how grant fund are utilized. 

T h p rmitting and conectiv action programs both continue to have trong relationships with US EPA. 
T h p rmitting program compl t d 6 Govern ment Performance and Results Act (GPRA) 
Accompli shment in FY1 4, slightly sh01t of the ir goal of 8 accompl ishments (complete detai l in the 
body of the repatt) . DTSC' GPRA cumulative percentage accompli hments for the corrective action 
program w r : (a) human hea lth expo ure under control at 93.5% of the ba el ine faci li ties, (b) migration 
of contam inat d groundwater under control at 78% of the base li ne facili tie , and (c) remedy constructed 
at 55 o of the ba el ine fac iliti s. 

With regard to Data Management, DTSC's Permitting and Enforcement data ha achieved greater 
tran par ncy wi th th newe t public version of Enviro tor. Additionally, timely month ly submiss ions to 
th CME, Permit , and Corrective Action module were made from Enviro tor to RCRAinfo . 

DTSC ha met th grant commitments for the US-Mex ico Border Program in FY20 14. This included 
continuing to part ici pate in activi ties to support the Border 2020 Program, and a sisti ng in import/ex port 
in p ction at the Otay M a and Calexico Port of Entry Crossings. 
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This grant period also included a large shift in DTSC' s P2 activities toward imp! m ntation of the Safer 
Consumer Product program. Thi s is a shift EPA has supported strongly and DTSC ha made gr at 
progres ·. 

Program Recommendations 

Contin uing from FY20 13 into FY2014, data management continue to b a chall nge for track ing 
Hazardous Waste Program accomplishments for the DTSC and Certified Unifi d Program Ag nc ie 
(CUPA ). E ntering program accomplishment into RCRAinfo is not only an important part of r cording 
work completed, it is a de legated program responsibil ity. Most program at DTSC are maintai ning orne 
data in RCRAinfo, but much of thi data does not match up with the data reported in DTSC' end of y ar 
self-assessment. Additionally, minimal generator enforcement and inspection data i being enter d into 
RCRAinfo by or for the CUPA . EPA and DTSC should cont inue to di cu methods for improving 
DTSC and CUPA data entry into RCRAinfo . 

DTSC al o needs to update their mul ti-year permitting strategy, which EPA did not r ceiv in FY 14 . Th 
updated strategy is beneficia l to both EPA and DTSC in regards to tracking permitt ing progre and 
antic ipating future workload levels. Additionally, DTSC shou ld continu to focu ub tantial efforts on 
reduci ng their perm it backlog. This is crucial to getting the State' hazardous wa t program a up-to­
date a pos ib le. 

The corrective ac tion program is slightly behind national goals for groundwater control and r m dy 
con truction. As mentioned in the body of the report, this is most likely due to adding 16 faci lities to the 
baseline in 20 13. Ideally, EPA would like to see DTSC catch up with national goal in FY IS in order to 
be on track to meet the 2020 national corrective act ion goa ls 

DTSC and EPA Reg ion 9 also need to increase the frequency of their communication related to p cific 
programmat ic work. Regular mid-level manager meeting on program progres would h lp to liminat 
any communicat ion gaps experienced over the past year, and help ensure both programs ar working 
together collaboratively and effic iently to improve Californ ia' Hazardou Wa te Program a a whol . 

Conclusion 

DTSC is do ing we ll in it core program areas that upport the Hazardou Wa t Program. It i Region 9' · 
hope that increased communication over the nex t year can help ensure even more ucce aero s the 
program. EPA looks forward to continuing it work with DTSC in FY15 . 
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!.Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement 

A. Inspection Program Accomplishments 

The Enforcement and Emergency Response Division (EERD) reported completing at least 136 
RCRA fu nd d in pection and 174 non-funded facility inspections. EERD also reported 
re ponding to 693 formal complaints. A total of 32 RCRA funded and 25 non-RCRA f inancial 
a uranc review were conducted, for a total of 48 reviews. Some of these activ ities cannot be 
v rifi d due to the fact that the reporting of these acti vities has not been entered into EPA's 
RCRAinfo databa e. 

EERD conduct active oversight of e lectronic waste collectors and recyclers, conducting I 18 e­
wa te manag ment in pection . DTSC continues to provide leader hip in finding non­
compliance in thi ector and pursuing appropriate enforcement. 

California's Regulated Universe• 

Active Land Combustion LQG SQG Transporters 
TSD -fills 

61 49 4 5,9892 48,3093 900 
Table I -Cali fornia Regulated Umverse 
1 Per RCRA lnfo reports pul led 12/3/20 14 (except transporter universe from DTSC's HWTS system) 
2 Large Quantity Generator. EPA obtained a copy of DTSC's mani fest databa e and estimated the LQG univer e to be 
59 9 ba cd on the nu mb r of generators that shi pped 12 tons or more of RCRA hazardou waste in calendar year 20 14. 
3 mall Quant ity Gen rator. Incl udes numerous fac ili ties that have not de-activated the ir ID numbers. 

Inspection Accomplishments 

Type of Facility Work plan Outcome Number· Reported 
Commitment Repor·ted in EOY in RCRAinfo 

Operating TSD 37 - 39 41 47 

Po t-Closure Facilities 7 - 11 9 14 

Generators (LQGs) 7 8 12' 

Transporter -- 27 33 2 

Table 2- In p ct1on Accompli hments 
1Th i number i fo r DT C in pect ions alone, not CEls perfo rmed by CUP As. Per Cali fo rn ia Environmental Reporti ng 

y tems (CER ), C UP As have comp leted approx imate ly 283 LQG in pections. Due to Quality Contro l/Quality 
Assurance is ue , CER in pection and enforcement data has not been up loaded to RCRAl nfo. 
2RCRAlnfo doe not clarify active and inactive transporters so it is di fficul t to confirm DTSC' s EOY number of27. 
Note: Californ ia ' s hazardou wa te program is both broader in scope and more stringent than the federal program. For 
examp le, under Californ ia regulations, some facilitie are considered TS Ds, but under federal regulations, and in 
RCRA lnfo. the e faci lities would be categorized as waste generators. Add itionall y, a facil ity categorized as a mall 
quantity g nerato r in RCRAlnfo could be a state-waste-onl y large quant ity generator. Therefore. the ind ividual 
in pection and enforcem nt outcomes reported by DTSC are d ifficult to reconcile with wh at is reported in RCRA ln fo. 

In p ction Summary 
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I. TSD Inspections. DTSC reported 41 compliance evaluation inspection atop rating RCRA 
TSD in the End of Year Self-As essment. There ar 47 operating RCRA TSD in pection 
entered in RCRAinfo. According to both of these measure , the commitm nt of 37-39 
inspections wa met. EERP reported 9 inspections at post-closure (PC) TSDs. Th rear I 4 
compliance evaluation inspection at PC faci lities entered in RCRAinfo. The numb r of PC 
TSDs inspections is within the commitment range of 7-1 I in p ction . 

2. Generators. DTSC reported conducting 8 generator in pection . RCRAinfo show I 2 
compliance evaluation in pection (CEI) performed by DTSC, and an additional 283 LQG CEI 
perform d by Certified Unified Program Agencies (CUPAs) .1 T he DT C commitment of 7 ha 
been met and exceeded. Note: EPA expects 20% of the active LQG univer in California to b 
inspected on an annual ba is. The number of LQG CEis docum nted in RCRAinfo i 
significantly below 20%. 

3. Transport rs. DTSC reported conducting 27 transport r in p ction . Due to the fact that 
tran ·porters are often also listed a wa te generator , it is difficult to d t rmin th numb r of 
the e inspections in RCRAinfo. 

4. Used Oil. DTSC's U ed Oil Team reported conducting in pection : 26 u ed oi l appropriat ion and 
used oi l contract funded. RCRATnfo does not identify u ed oi l facilities a as parat univ r e, so 
EPA cannot disti nguish these used oil inspections from generator in p ction . 

5. Complaints. DTSC reported responding to 693 formal complaint . 

B. Enforcement Program Accomplishments 

Enforcement Actions 

Agency Action Total Reported 
(RCRA & non-
RCRA) 

Informal 62 
Actions 

Formal Actions 6 
Initiated 

Settlements (of 19 
admin. penalty 
orders) 

Enforcement 0 
SEPs 3 

Tab le 3- Enforcement Act1ons 
1 NA = Not able to determine fro m RCRAinfo data 
2 Number of timely per RCR Ainfo data 

RCRA Number in 
Cases 1 RCRAinfo 

NA 62 

NA 6 

NA 19 

0 0 

Number2 

Timely 
(%) 

59 (95%) 

0(0%) 

8 (42 %) 

NA 

3SEP = Supplemental Environmental Project (includes Cal iforn ia Compliance School) 

1 Accord ing to CERS database. 

Criteria Goal 
(days) (%) 

150 80% 

240 80% 

360 80% 

NA NA 
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C. Key Compliance Program Indicators 

Trends of Key Compliance Program Indicators 
(As ReQorted in RCRAinfo) 

Indicator FY2011 

Inspections (CEls, FUis, FCis) 156 

Operating TSDF Inspections 47 

Inspections w/ Violations 76 (49 %) 

Inspections w/SNC 1 25 (16 %) 

Informal Actions 89 

Timeline s of Settlements 47 % 

Settlements 19 

Average # of days to settle 670 

Fines and Penalties $1,598,752 

SEPs2 0 

Value of SEPs $0 
Table 4- Trends of Key Compliance Program lndtcator 
1 NC ( ·igni ficant non-complier) 

FY2012 

207 

46 

74 (36 %) 

28 (14 %) 

80 

58% 

21 

646 

$3,411,057 

4 

$13,000 

FY2013 

149 

41 

so (34 %) 

13 (9 %) 

62 

50 % 

16 

790 

$1,731,874 

0 

0 

FY2014 

295 

47 

52 (18 %) 

14 (14 %) 

62 

42 % 

19 

568 

$1,447,615 

0 

0 

2 DT C' defini tion of Supplemental Environmental Project differs from EPA's definition, as DTSC may include referrals 
to the California Compl iance chool and re imbursement of compliance co ts. 

EERD repmted initiat ing 54 adm inistrative/c ivil cases and ettling 42 with penalties totaling 
I ,722, 125. Of the e 42 ettled ca es, 23 were RCRA funded ca es wi th penal ties totaling 

$ 1,407,493. T he remaining ca es were non-RCRA fu nded cases with penalties totali ng 
314,632. RCRAin fo penalty information nearly matches that repmted by DTSC, with 19 
ett lement and the total RCRA funded penalties be ing slightly more at $ 1,447,615 . DTSC's 

data al o indicates that 6 of their 6 formal cases were ini tiated in less than 240 days. This i a 
ignificant improvement fro m previous years. However, onl y 8 of 19 cases (42%) resulted in 
ettlem nt in le than 360 day. This is con istent with previous years. 

D. CUPA Program Activities 

Oversight of th 83 local government agencies (-i .e., CUPA ) that implement the RCRA 
g n rator in p ction and enforcement program as well as 5 other statutes in Cal ifornia present a 
formidable chall nge. During SFY14, EERD completed 25 CUPA program evaluations, and 
conducted 48 CUPA oversight inspections. 
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DTSC provided training and technical ass i tance on an as-needed and a -r que t d ba i to 
spec ific CUPA . DTSC also provided mul tiple hazardous wa te g nerator training , incl uding 2 
ses ion of the Californ ia Compliance School. In addi tion, training h ld at th CUPA conf renee 
provided invaluable guidance to local government agenc ie on the hazardous wa t program. 

Imperial County and Trinity County Programs: Cal/EPA has de ignated DTSC a th CUPA for 
Imperial and Trinity Counties. DTSC performed 238 hazardou wa te g n rator in p ction in 
Imp ria l County and 13 hazardous waste generator inspection in Trinity County. Four 
enforcement actions completed for Imperial County resulting in tota l a e ed p naltie of 
approx imate ly $75 ,000. One formal enforcement action wa initiated by T rinity County in 
SFY20 14 . 

The Cali forn ia Environmental Reporting System (CERS) wa init iat din 2009 for regulated 
fac ilities in Cali forn ia to report hazardous materials and hazardou wa te informat ion fo r th 
various programs delegated to the CUP As to implement (e.g., hazardou wa te g n rator 
inspection and enforcement). Beginn ing in 2013, regulat d fac il itie w re r quir d to nter 
fac ility data into the CERS. A of September 201 3 only one of the tat r gulat d faci liti had 
entered site information data into CERS. Beginning 201 4, CUPA inspection and nforc nt 
data is to be either entered directly into CERS or indirectly through a compat ible databa 

E. Issues and Recommendations 

Issue: T he data in RCRAinfo significantly underreports the work and accompli hment that 
DTSC reported in the end-of-year self-assessment. Due to the e diff rene in the federal v . 
state program, the numbers DTSC provides are diff icult to r conci le with th data in RCRAinfo. 
Note: A s ignificant number (283) of LQG inspection are reported in CERS. However, du to 
CERS Quality Control/Quality A surance issue the data ha not b n upload d to RCRAinfo 
unti l these issue are satisfactori ly addre sed. 

U.ecommendation: DTSC shou ld develop data entry and quality contro l proc dur that n ur 
a ll components of their RCRA inspection and enforcement program are r fl cted in RCRAinfo 
data. DTSC should periodically run RCRAinfo report , and ensur all RCRA ac ompli hm nt 
are being entered. All RCRA accomplishment need to be recorded in RCRAinfo, b cau ·e thi 
a requ irem nt of a RCRA authorized State. This databa e is the offic ial F d rat databa of 
record that is used for Congress ional inqui ries, GPRA reporting, tracking of RCRA 
accomplishments by EPA HQ, and the basi for information avai lable to th public. 

II. Permits 

A. GPRA Goals and Planning 
U.S. EPA and DTSC agreed upon and memorialized GPRA Permit Goal in th coop rati v 
agreement work plan. Table 5 below outlines these goals and the r ult , which ar m a ured in 
the number of approved control in place and completed at hazardou wa t fac ilitie during th 
proj ct period. DTSC' s Office of Permitting is re pon ible for this ta k. 

The following are consid red approved controls in place: 
• Fi nal approval of an in itia l permit 
• F inal approval of a permit renewal 
• F inal approval of a po t clo ure permi t 
• Closure with an approved post closure permit 
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• Clean clo ure verification 
• Transfer to Corrective Action 

Approved control in place are necessary to en ure that hazardous waste faci li ties are operating in 
a manner that prot ct human health and the envi ronment. 

DTSC' commitment for FY 14 wa to achieve e ight perm itting accompl ishments toward the 
GPR permitting goal. DTSC approved six contro ls in place ( ee Table 6 below). T hough mo t 
of th work for an additional, eventh fac ility (Veolia) was accompli shed, the permit did not 
b come effective unti l October 7, 20 14, and therefore it wi ll become an accomplishment fo r 
FY 15. 

DTSC' Offic ofP rmitt ing recently received extra temporary personnel, including CEQA and 
I ga l help for permi t i ue . Based on this increase, EPA looks forward to DTSC not only 
m eting the eight permitting commitments for FY 15, but exceeding the goal as patt of an overall 
trategy tor duce the permit renewal backlog. Since there wi ll be a large number of permi t 
xpiring in 20 17-20 18, it is important to keep tra ined personnel and we suggest that, if possible, 

th temporary appointment be retained beyond thei r current appointment dates. Region 9 wi ll 
continu to work with DTSC to track progress toward achieving these goals. 

T he work plan tates that DTSC will update the multi-year strategy; however, we did not receive 
thi for FY 14. In the pa t EPA found th is document helpful when we met to track permitting 
progre , a it more accurately reflect the current workload and backlog, and helps foreca t the 
workload to reduc the backlog. EPA looks forward to receiving an updated mul ti-year strategy 
a part of the Mid-Year and End-of-Year Report . 

Table 5 - Permit GPRA Goals and Accomplishments Summary 

GPRA Metric 2010-201 1 20 11 -2012 2012-201 3. 20 13-2014 
Goal Actual Goal Actua l Goal Actual Goal Actual 

Approved 
Control 111 7 7 8 8' 8 32 8 63 
P lace 

DTSC mel the GPRA oat for fed era l FY 12, even thou h 2 of these accom lishments occurred outside the Ju t I . 20 g g p y II 
to June 30, 20 12 proj ct p riod . 
2 DTSC had five additional permitting accompli shments which didn ' t count towards FY 13 GPRA since they were not on 
the GPRA Permits ba el inc. 
3 DT C accompl i hed even permitti ng goals (See Table 6), however, the Yeo lia permi t d idn ' t become effective till 
0 Lober 7, 2014 translating to an accomplishment for FY 15. 

B. Program Accomplishments 

DTSC had xtra workload with the Cia s I, II, and Ill modificat ions. Though this work i not 
curr ntly counted a the GPRA workload, we recognize that Class II and Ill mod ifications can be 
a labor inten ive a permi t ren wals. During FY 14 the Kettleman Cia III mod if ication fel l into 
thi cat gory. 

DT C ha hown high commitment to public engagement and public outreach, e pecia ll y in 
Env ironmenta l Ju tice commun ities. We look forward to seeing the ex panded outreach changes 
that wer outlin d during the EOY meet ings. 
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DTSC issued a lot of Emergency Permits in 2014. EPA would like DTSC to en ·ur that 
Emerg ncy Permits are on ly issued for em rgencie and to evaluat r ducing th numb r of 
Em rgency Permit . Rep ti tive emergency permit hould be rep lac d by regular RCRA p rmit . 
T his wi ll help ma inta in the integrity of the Emergency Permit program and at o r due th 
workload on the permits staff. 

Table 6 - Permit Accomplishment Details 

California 2014 Permitting AccomRiishments 

Faci lity Name EPA ID# Completion Date Approv d Control in Plac 

I TOSCO CAD000072751 1/2014 Cl an Closur 

2 POSCO CAD009150 194 3/201 4 Po t Clo ur - R newal 

NORAC 
CAD008352957 9/2911 4 Tran f r to Corr ctiv Action 3 PHARMA 

ROMICENV 
4 TECHNOLOGIE CAD009452657 l/2014 Tran f r to CmTectiv Action 

s 
5 

CROSBY & 
CAD0284090 19 9/2014 R n wal OVERTON 

6 
DoD, Tracy CA497 1520834 6/5/2014 Tran f r to Correctiv Action 

VEOLIA ES 
TECHNICAL 9/8/20 14 with an 
SOLUTIONS Effective Date of 

** LLC - CAT080014079 I 017/2014. Ren wal 
RICHMOND **Thi is a FYI5 

accompli hment. 

C. Data Management 

Though a lot of data cleanup was done this year, more work till need to b done. EPA would 
li ke to see DTSC conti nue the data cleanup in Env irostor in order to corr ct facility data (i . . , 
lega l and operating status codes and unit data) before uploading this data to RCRAinfo. In 
add ition, EPA need DTSC to check and verify the quality of the data after ev ry monthly upload 
to RCRAinfo . 

The inve tment in cleaning up the data will resu lt in a more accurate p rmitting univ r e in 
Envirostor and RCRAinfo databases which wi ll help both EPA and DTSC mor accurat ly 
identify the permitting backlog and better predict future workload. 

Ill. Corrective Action 

8 



A. GPRA Goals 

EPA' 2020 GPR Corrective Action goal is to achieve human exposures under control , 
groundwater under contro l, and remedy construction at 95 % of the baseline fac il ities. The GPRA 
ba eline fo r Califo rnia contains 26 1 site which inc ludes the 16 new sites added to the ba eline in 
arty 2013. In order to be on track to meet the national 2020 GPRA goals, the federal fi cal year 

2014 targ twas to have human ex po ·ure under control at 90%, groundwater migrat ion under 
control at 80%, and remedies constructed at 57% of the baseline faci lities. 

Table 7 below ident ifi e the annual percentage goals for each GPRA goal culm inating in 95% fo r 
each in th year 2020, and Table 8 identifies DTSC' cumulative GPRA accomplishments 
compared to the total ac ros all of EPA Region 9. 

Table 7 
Annual Percentage Goals for GPRA RCRA Corrective Action 

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Human 81 85 90* 90* 95 95 95 95 95 
Health 

Groundwater 69 73 80* 80* 84 88 92 95 95 

Remedy 46 51 57* 60* 75 80 85 90 95 
Con truction 

Cleanup 25 TBD TBD 
Complete** 

*. The 2014 and 20 15 goal were r cently propo ed by HQ. The goal beyond 2015 are milestones 
tabli hed by Region 9. 

** . New goal tabli hed in Federa l FY2013. 

B. Program Accomplishments 

At the end of f deral f i cal year 20 14, DTSC's GPRA cumulative percentage accomplishment 
w re: (a) human h alth expo ure under contro l at 93.5% of the base line fac ilitie , (b) migration of 
contaminated groundwater under control at 78% of the baseline fac ilities, and (c) remedy 
con tructed at 55 % of the ba e line fac ilitie . T he addition of the 16 newly added fac ilities in the 
end ofF Y2013 i the rea on DTSC i a bit behind on the national goal percentages . Yet, 
excluding the 16 n wly add d site, DTSC achieved or exceeded all three 20 14mil stones. 

Table 8. 

State HH GW RC cc 
Facilities Count % Count % Count % Count % 

CA 261 244 93.49 204 78.16 144 55.17 29 11.11 
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In federa l FY2014, DTSC accompli hed 9 new Human Expo ure Under Control; II t}ew Ground 
Water Migration Under Control, and 15 new Remedy Con truction Compl t . Although DTSC 
completed only I Clean up Complete in FY2014, it has a tota l of 29 fac il iti s v rified a Cl anup 
Complete since tracking began early in FY2013. 

C. GPRA Planning- New Goal 

In late fi cal year 20 13, EPA adopted a new goal call d, "CI anup Compl t ." EPA ha b gun 
to track this goal a of federal fi scal year 2014 with a goal of having a minimum 25% of ba lin 
site meeting the goal by the end of federal fiscal year 2018. Thi goal is ach i v d when a facility 
has no further remedial action (RCRAinfo Code- CA999) and/or ha ach iev d all applicabl 
cl an up objective and has enforceable in titutional control (RCRAinfo Cod - C 900). 

EPA requests that DTSC continue to maintain and update their proj ction for when ach ite will 
ach ieve the four GPRA goals. EPA requests that DTSC contin u tracking and projecting 
"Cleanups Complete" and begin reporting the n w goal in their nd of year r port . 

D. Issues and Recommendations 

Issue: In RCRAinfo, Sierra Army Depot continue to be wrongly cod d a ach ieving th r m dy 
construction goal in 20 13. The written form i clear that the facility ha not achi v d th goa l. 
PI a e correct as oon a possible. 

IV. Data Management 

A. Program Accomplishments 

DTSC' s Permitting and Enforcement data has achiev d greater tran parency with the newe t public 
version of Envirostor. Additionally, t imely month ly ubmissions to the CME, P 1m its, and 
Corrective Action modules were made from Envirostor to RCRAinfo. 

DTSC GISS staff compi led and began submitting data for the 201 3 Bi nnial Report (BR) cycl 
which was ultimately completed (not QA'd) by 1 1/20/2014. This wa an improv ment since th 
20 I I BR cyc le which was mi sing a large portion of California' data. 

DTSC hired an IT specialist to document the f low of data from DTSC and oth r tate ag nci to 
federal databases including RCRAinfo (and ECHO.) 

B. Issues and Recommendations 

Issue 1: While DTSC took over management of a contract to proce incoming Hand! r 
not ification , it ha yet to address the ab ence of a Handler data flow from Cal ifornia to RCRAinfo. 
For example, the Handler module contains numerou ID in the LQG tatu which, if compar d to 
HWTS f deral waste volumes, appear to no longer be LQGs. 

Recommendation: DTSC needs to evaluate the interface b tw en HWTS and RCRAinfo to 
determine if HWTS could provide base Handler information. A Hand! r data flow hould r ume; 
otherwise, DTSC should be prepared to manually corr ct RCRAinfo Hand! r r cord . 
HWTS/CERS/Env irostor/RCRAinfo univer e compari ons are n ed d. 
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I ue 2: During the tate fi cal year, it wa discovered that data f lowed to th RCRAinfo CME 
modul from th CUPA' databa e of record (CERS) did not undergo QA by DTSC or USEPA 
R gion 9 before it ubmi tta l. FUithermore, since the flow of data was not sustained, CUP A­
id ntified violation r olv d locally did not have tho e records updated in RCRAinfo. 

Recommendation: Provide IT taff or contractors with RCRAinfo CME Tran lator kill s to help 
valuate QA m thod being developed by CalEPA to reduce the likel ihood of incomplete or fa lse 

data be ing migrated to RCRAinfo from CERS, so that the CERS flow can be resumed. 

I sue 3: The 20 II Biennial Report cyc le with California was never properly completed. It appear 
a though om of th data was lo t when overwritten by a ubsequent submittal, a the 20 I I report 
lit on ly 1511 Handler compared with 2598 from the 2009 cycle and 3 107 from the 2013 cyc le. 
Additionally, po t- ubmittal QA ha not been initiated for the 20 13 Biennial Report cyc le data. 

Recommendation: DTSC hould try to obtain historical BR records to compare the total number of 
BR Cycl 2011 r cord received to the records in RCRAinfo, and resubm it those missing records. 
DT C hould a t o maintain Biennial Report staffi ng through the conclusion of the 20 13 cyc le QA . 
Staff hould utilize RCRAinfo BR QA report to identify large volume discrepancie between 
wa te rep01ted hipped and received. 

V. Mexico Border 

A. Program Accomplishments 

DTSC met th RCRA grant commitment for US-Mexico Border Program Activities in FY2014. 
Th activiti · incl uded input on the Border 2020 program 20 13-2014 Action Plan close-out and 
input forth 20 15-2016 Action Plan planning process; inspecting 250 I border trucks at the port 
of entry nott h-bound, and provid ing and leveraging capacity bui lding through partnership with 
other agenci . 

I . Bard r 201 2 and Border 2020 Program Support 

DTSC ha participated in the Border 2020 Program, taking a leader hip role in re-in titut ing and 
convening the California Env ironmental Enforcement Task Force twice thi past year on May 28 
in Cal xico and September 17th in San Diego. T hey pre ented their agenci s past work and 
propo ed activitie a part of the CA/Baja CA Regional Workgroup in Imperial Beach in 20 14. 
They hav b en ngaged in the tep to participate in the Wa te Pol icy Forum ch du led F bruary 
10-1 I , 2015 in T ijuana, Mex ico. DTSC has al o activel y engaged border takeholder in 
develop ing and imp! menting hazardous waste compliance workshops and g iven upport to 
Bard r 2020 proj ct , relating to pecial waste, uch as e-waste. 

2. Import/Expott In pect ions 

DTSC and San Di go County performed nott h-bound environmental inspections and occa ional 
outh-bound in p ctions in coord ination with US Cu toms and Border Protection (CBP). DTSC 

p rform d in p ct ion at th Otay Me a (Tuesday-Friday) and at the Calexico (Friday) port of 
ntry cro ing . San Diego County petfo rmed weekly in pections in Otay Mesa. In total, DTSC 

reported 250 I truck top in pection north-bound. T hey initiated a pilot to conduct outh-bound 
in p ction over two days, resulting in 27 border trucks being inspected. They plan to conduct 
more regular outh bound inspection in 2015. 
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B. Capacity Building 

DTSC has continued to provide training and information on in pections to upport int lligence­
lead enforcement effort , in coord ination with their partner SanDi go County. In 201 4, DTSC 
participated in th CUPA conference and the Industry Forum in Tijuana with ov r 150 
partic ipant . Both events allowed DTSC to share informa tion on border in p ction and 
import/export practices. 

C. Comments 

DTSC continues to be a key partner under Border 2020 and the ir role in upporting binational 
grants has b en important for the succes of the e proj cts. EPA look fo rward to th ir 
participation in the Wa te Policy Forum and the National Coordinator Meeting being planned for 
2015 . 

VI. Safer Products and Workplaces Program 

A. Program Accomplishments 

Thi grant period ha been marked by a huge hift in DTSC' P2 activitie toward 
implementation of the Safer Consumer Product program. Th is is a hift EPA ha upported 
strongly and DTSC has made great progress. The program ha fina lized it et of Priority 
Chemicals and proposed a set of Priority Products, has drafted initia l guidance on conducting 
Alt rnative Assessment , and ha established partner hip to promote education and outr ach on 
green chemistry and development of safer alternativ 

B. Issues and Recommendations 

Issue: None at this time. We encourage DTSC to f inal ize the fir t et of Priority Product as oon 
as pos ible to more quickly drive market action on these product . W look forward to continuing 
our collaborative efforts under the DTSC/EPA MOU, and a sociated activiti s lik tho fund d 
under DTSC' s 20 14 Pol lution Prevention grant. 

VII. Grant Administration 

General 

Currently a month ly coot renee call between EPA staff and DTSC ·erv as th ma in m chani m 
of communication on grant administration matter . Programmatic m etings ar sch dul d a 
needed to ensure proper grant management and to addres p cific program i u a th y ari e. 
EPA's Project Officer, Kelly Wedell, ha a very strong working relation hip with DTSC and 
apprec iates their timely re ponse to. emails and call . 

As of the writing of this report (January 2015), DTSC has b en given 21,234,041 (I 00%) of 
their total grant allocation. DTSC ha succe fully drawn down all of thi funding. T hroughout 
the entire grant DTSC was con istent with their drawdown rate, which allowed for the complete 
exp nditu re of their funds. 
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Authorization 

Cal ifo rnia rec ived th ir ba d program authorization in 1985. T he state has adopted variou 
rule through January 2002. The last authorization wa completed in October 20 11. The State 
ha e tabl i hed a team to revitalize this aspect of their program. T he State is currently drafting a 
Univer al Wa te Rule Package. T he team i working diligently on comparing the State and 
Federal Rul and EPA exp ct to have a draft application in FY20 15. EPA along with the State 
ident if i d variou rule the state ha not b en authorized fo r that may impact the State 
program. T h State wi ll prioritize tho e rules fo r future authorization applications. 

QAPP 

DTSC submitted th ir draft Quality A urance Program P lan (QAPP) in late FY20 14 . The 
pr viou plan wa out -of-date, and submitt ing a draft plan brings DTSC clo er to compliance 
with all of the RCRA 301 1 Grant's term and condition . The completed QAPP i anticipated in 
FY201 5. 

I sues and Recommendations 

Is ue: Californ ia' hazardous wa te program is the large tin the country and includes many 
din r nt program components working together to run succe sfully. A patt of EPA' oversight, 
Region 9 woul d lik to b kept better up to speed on major programmatic work, a well a grant 
admin i trative progre . During the past year there have been gaps in these update cau ing 
Region 9 to b uninformed at times about major program decision that impact large 
commun iti s. 

Recommendation: To avoid future communication gaps, a mid-to-senior level managers 
meeting hould be held quarterly to ensure all partie are up to peed on current programmatic 
and admini trative project . Ideally these meetings would be held in person, but video or 
t leconference can be u ed a a backup when needed. 
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